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1 . This opinion contains indications relating to the following items: 
Box No. I Basis of the opinion 
Priority 

Non-establishment of opinion wifli regard to novelty, inventive stejJ and industrial ^pUcabiUty 
Lack of unity of invraition 

Reasoned statement under Rule 43/>f5.1(a)(i) with regard to novelty, invaitive step or industrial 
applicability; citations and e?cplanations supporting such statement 
j [ Box No. VI Certain documents cited 
j [ BoxNo.Vn Certain defects in the international application 
j I BoxNo.Vm Certain observations on the international application 

i, FURTHER ACTION ^ - - ^vu 

If a demand for international preliminary exammation is made, this opinion wiD be considered to be a wntten opmion of the 
InteStiSrSaryEx^m^ 
ASri^o^e^tiT^oneto^ 

written opinions of this International Searching Authority will not be so considered. 

If this oDinion is as provided above, considered to be a written opinion of the IPEA, the applicant is mooted to submit to the 
^ForL rcTO^ or before the exphation of 22 months from the priority date, whichever expires later. 
For further opinions, see Form PCTAS A/220. 

3. For further details, see notes to Form PCT/ISA/220. 



Name and mailing address of the ISA/SE Authorized officer 

Patent- ocli registreringsverket 

Box 5055 Marten Hulthen/MP 

S-3.02 42 STOCKHOIiM 

FacsmrileNo.+46 8 667 72 88 Telephone No. +46 8 782 25 00 



Fonn PCT/ISA/237 (cover sheet) (April 2005) 



WRITTEN OPINION OF THE 
INTERNATIONAL SEARCHING AUTHORITY 



Intemational application No. 
1PCT/FI2OQ5/OOOOIO 



Box No. I Basis of this opinion 



With regard to the language, this opinion has been established on the basis of: 
1^ the international application in the language in which it was filed 

n atranslationoftheintemationalapplicationinto . which is liie language of a translation fimiished for flie 

' — * puiposes of international search (Rules 12.3(a) and 23.1(b)). 

With regard to any nucleotide and/or amino add sequence disclosed in the international appUcation and necessary to Ihe 
claimed invention, this opinion has been established on die basis of: 

a. type of material 

j I a sequence listing 
I I table(s) related to the sequence listing 

b. format of material 

I I on paper 
I I in electronic form 

c. time of filing/furnishing 

I I contained in the international application as filed. 
I I filed together with the international application in electronic form. 
I I furnished subsequently to this Authority for die purposes of search. 

I I In addition, in the case that more than one version or copy of a sequence listing and/or table relating thereto has been 
— filed or furnished, the required statements that the information in die subsequent or additional copies is identical to 
that in tlie application as filed or does not go beyond the ^plication as filei as ^ropriate, were fijmished. 



4. Additional comments: 
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Box No. V Reasoned statement under Rule 43*&.l(a)(i) with regard to novelty, inventive step or industrial 
applicability; citations and explanations supporting such statement 


L Statement 










Novelty (N) 


Claims 


5-14 




YES 


Claims 


1-4 




NO 


Inventive step (IS) 


Claims 






YES 


Claims 


1-14 




NO 


Industrial applicability (lA) 


Claims 


1-14 




^S 


Claims 






NO 



2. Citations and explanadons: 

Document considered as being of particular relevance: 
Dl US 6001148 
D2 US 3796568 
D3 DE 3201608 

The invention is intended to make a concentrate bin for a 
suspension smelting furnace easier and less expensive to 
arrange. This is achieved by locating the bin below the 
level of the top of the reaction shaft and close to the 
ground level . 

Dl (abstract; figures 1 and 5) discloses a furnace that can 
be regarded jas a suspension smelting furnace, which has a 
burner that is feed with metal oxides. It is not clarified 
that the "concentrate burner" of the invention differs 
constructively from the burner disclosed in Dl. A "feed 
control unit" receives the fine-grained matter from the 
outlet of the bin and feeds it pneumatically to the burner. 
The pneumatic conveyor appears to be similar to the conveyor 
mentioned in claim 1 of the application. The outlet of the 
bin is located below the top of the reaction shaft . 
Consequently, the installation of claim 1 lacks novelty in 
regard to Dl . 

The installation of claim 1 is also considered to lack an 
inventive step when viewing D2 (figure 1) and D3 (abstracts- 
figure 1) in combination. 

Claim 2-4 defines the apparatus by reference to features of 
the use (PCT guidelines 5.37). The claims reveal no other 
constructional features concerning the installation than 
claim 1 and, consequently, lack novelty. 
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Supplemental Box 



In case the space in any of the preceding boxes is not sufficient. 
I Continuation of: BOX V 

Claims 5-11 define etnbodiments that are not considered to 
JnJoTve an inventive step in regard to the cited documents. 

The method of claim 1 differs from pi .""^^y j^J^^'' 
amount of fin-grained matter in the bin is indicated. This 
is considered to be an obvious measure for a person sKiixea 
in the art. Consequently, claim 12 lacks an inventive step. 

Claims 12-13 define embodiments that are not considered to 
involve an inventive step in regard to the cited documents. 
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